THE COURTS.

The King-0'Neil Trial—Testimeny for the Pros-
ecution—Eye-Witnesses of the Shooting,

THE ROCK ISLAND POOL CASE.

Important Decislon In Favor of the Defend-
ants—The Plaintiffs Allowed
to Amend Complaints.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

Summonses—Cases in Admiralty—Question of
Commissions on Usurions Interest—Decisions.

Abraham Werner, who had been charged with
having Io his possession & large quantity of un-
stamped cigars, was held yesterday by Commis-
sloner Shields to await the actlon of the Grand
Jury. Defendant commisted 1o delaulst of $600
batl.

The ofMoials of the United States Ctreult Court
are badly off for adequate accummodation for the
discharge of their duries, There {8 neither room
enough for the fling away of the publie records
nor have the officers Eultable apartments for the
oonduct of examinations in either civll or eriminal
matters. This, however, will soon be remedied,
as the expectation 1s that the new FPost Ofloe
batlding—the upper portion of which s to be used
as federal courts, ofMoees, &c.—will be entirely
finighed and ready for occupation early next lall
When finished the new Post Office will be both an
ornament and a credit to the city of New York. It
18 built to last for at least 1,000 years.

The trial of Victoris Woodhull, Tennie Claflin
and James W. Blood, lor alleged lbel, was com-
menced yesterday in the General Sesslons before
Oity Judge Sutherland. Some briel and uninter-
esting Lestimony was taken, wbhen the case went
over ulil this morning. Appiication for reduced
ball was refused. The prisoners, heing unable to
furnish the necessary bail, were remanded to the
Tomba.

Bome cases of burgiary and larceny ended in the |

sonviclion and sentence of the partles to various
terms of short lmprisunment.

THE KING-O'NEIL TRAGEDY,

—_—
Continuation of the Testimony for
the Prosccution=Full Explanstion of
the Divorce mnd Other Legal Com=-
plications Leading to the Shooting—
Btory of the Tragedy as Told by

Eye-Witnesses.

Now that the trial of James C. King for the
alleged murder of Anthony F. O'Nell nas got
Iairly under way, the erowd ibronging the court
room I8 much larger than hkeretolore,
opening of the Court of Oyer and Terminer yester-

aay, Judge Brady on the bench; the rash 1o gain |

admission revived recollections ol the eager
orowds present at the trial of Stokes, Tweed and
Genet. All the jurors were promptly in their
piaces, as likewise were Mr. Phelps, the District
Attorney, and Mr. Lyons, his gmseistant. The
prisoner, with the same apparent cool indiffer-
ence, took his accustomed seat, and cordlally
grected his counsel, ex-Judge Beach, Willlam F.
Howe and John O. Mott, as, one aflter another,
they came into the court room. The prisoner’s
father was also present, as on the
previous day, and 8o, too, wWas Mrs.
O'Neil, the wife of the murdered man. Several
other ladies were also In attendance, Of course
All were anxious to hear the further developments
of the case a8 revealed In the teatimouy of ad-
ditional witnesses Lo be called for the prosecution.
The principal witness was Mr. Dupignao, who
seems, at one time or another, to have becn eme
ployed as counael for nearly all the partles more
immediately connected with the terrible tragedy.
He gave a very clear and puccinct statement of the
sompiication of difficulties leading to the shouting,
Other witnesses recised the particulars of the
nomicide, and some testimony wos introduced to
show previous threats of King against the lie of
O’Neil. All the important points of the testlmony
will be found in the report of the day's proceed-
ings as given below :—

FEE NEDICAL EVIDENCE—TESTIMONY OF DR. OUSH.

MAN,

Dr. Joseph Curhman, Deputy Coroner, testified
that he made an ¢ nation of the body of An-
thony F. O'Nell; be lound a wound on the right
pide of the chest, between the xecond and third
riba; on o g the body he traced the woond
r looe of the right lung, through
the beart, tbrough the liver and
into the stomach, where he found a leaden ballct;
the direction of the wound was lnward and to the
left; the entrance to the stomach was from the
bop; that wonud was the cause of death,

-examined by Mr.
throngh the soit parts; the point of entrauce tothe
body was one to three (perhaps three) inches
higier than the point of entrance to the stomach;
sup| two persons of equal height, standing
on & level, and vne, kolding the plstol horizontally,
fires at the otber, 1 could not exaclly tell the
course the bullet would take or the angle,

TRSTIMONY OF FRANK J. DUPIONAOC.

Frank J, Dupiguac was the next witness called,
He testifled as follows :—I am & Iawyer, residiog in
this city; Ihave Kknown the prisoner since the
summer of 1866; at sthat time I was clerk in the
om Mr. Jumes K. HUL aud it was there | made
the prisoner’s natntance; I made the acquaint-
soos of O'Neil in summer of 1872; prior 1o that
sdme I had acted prifessionaliy for ihe prisoner;
pe employed me in February, and I ceased to act
for him in May: he nad & conversation with me
sbout the 1st of Auguss, 1872, relative to lus dim-
ealties with Mra. Kiog: this was before I had met
Mr. O'Neil; 1 subsequently—about the 10th of
August, 1872—commenced 0 80t a8 attorney for
Mr. O'Neil; 1 had never geen Mrs, King up to that
time; o suit was brought by Jesse Foulk aat:wm
Mr. lflug to reclalm furpiture secreted at Mr,
King's residence on the Erie road, and I repre-
sentéd Mr, Foulk: Mr. O'Neil had something to
do with the removal of the furniture from lurmer

station.
THE DIVORCE SUITS,

Iwas next counsel for Mrs. King in a snit for
divorce from the prisoner, and for Mra, O'Nell In
s Bult of replevin by the prisoner to recover a
sewing machine om Mrs, O'Nell; then I repre-
sented Mr. O’'Nell on a complaint of subornation
of perjury by Mr, King, and aiterwards in & suit
for divorce on the ground of adultery with Mr.
O'Nell, brought by the prisoner 8t Mre. Eing;
I was counsel lor Mrs, King; the suit for limited
divorce brought by Mre. King was in seprember,
1881; on the 10th September, 1874, the prisoner
sommenced a sult lor absolute divorce against
ber; on the Gfh of October Mra Eing commenced
» suit for sosolnte divorce aguinst him; the re.
plevin sult by the prisoner agsinst Mrs, 0’Nel), for
8 sewing machine, was commenced in August,
sod the compluint of King against O'Neil, which
was tried 1n Jersey City, was commenced Sep-
tember; there was o suit brought by King against
0'Netl, in Orange county, for seduction of bis wife;
I learned about this Irom King.

What e tell you about that sult; what

ald he say?
The question was energetically ub‘hcted to by |

she delence, but was allowed by the Gourt. [
A. He told me e instrucied the depuiy to arrest |
0O'Ne e accoupa-

%h in presence of hia wile; that
pled the H‘Eﬁﬂy and O'Nell to the car; that ne sat
behind them and had a pistol, and was prepared to
shoot O'Nefl 1f ho made any akiempt 10 escope or
made any movement "

PEE STOOTING, - wf?

1 wne present on bebalf of Mrs, O'Neil at thé
hearing belore Judge Satherland, November 18,
18735 Mr. aud Mrs, O'Neil and Mys. Fouike and her
Blster were present, Judge Butherland's partner,
two stenographers, the prisoner, an oflce boy and
n.mlli thers had been two hearings, at oue of
wilch the prinoner was mmmpumeh conngel,
from Brown, Hall & Yandergﬂel‘n offics, at the
Other e wua not; there was a hearing on the 4th
91 November; the prisoner came in, bowed to the
witness, bat did not remuin; the hearing on the |
18tn of November took place'at one o'clock; the |
'un.e;au were there; after Mrs. Foulke was sworn
g:‘- . Ing came in; she I8 the wife of Jease A. |

al ¢, restding in Brookiyn; the prisoner wus
slone; ho oarried a gold-headed light CROe; 0N én-
tering he looked at the Wilhesses, and LOoK & Seat
on @ reciining chalr behind Judge Sutheriand; he |
Bat quie,t all the time; at the conclusion ol each |
witness eﬂmnnt:ouhl asked him if ne desired |
10 crosR-exuming, and he ratsed his hand in o gen-
tiemanly manper and said, “Not now," or “Ng 3"
1 think Judge Sutheriand ssked bim 'if he woald
cross-examine; I B conversation with him at
the close, and ¥ sald the next hearing wis fixea
for Tuesilay, and he said “No, but Wednexdsy.
and Judge Sutberland said it was Tuesday, y

Witness then described the order in wnich they
went down atairs, the ladies in advance; while at
the head of the stalra Mr. O'Neil changed places

d came Iast, the DATUral position comin down ;

Inat witness saw of the prisoner In the room
Was sitiing down; 88 witness was at the hewd
the ataircase he BAW the prisoner coming out
the door of ths ofice: while guing down mtairs

iy

58

2oy

On the |

~The ball went |

[anA wnfe witness was About NAI-way gown—
elght statrs Irom the and iwelve irum the bot-
toin—he heard o pistol shot; Mre, O'Kell was alous
three steps o advance of witness at thin
Begond report oane "r{ quickly, and shere wus
s longer interval betweéen the second and
third shots; by this time witness had got
to the bottom of the stairs—jnst before the third
rhot—and he saw Mr., O'Nell standiog on the third
step, with his left baod on the banister, his right
haud on Bkis hip, and Mrs. O'Neil bhaving a
bold of his right® &rm; witness heard s remark
irom Mrs. O'Neil, *Thut s what you are after I" and
tmmedintely the third shot was fired; he next saw
Mrs, O'Nell supporting ber husband at the bottom
of the atalrs; a Catholio priest was sent. for, and
O'Netl was baptized re ne died; dia nou wee
the prisoner all thia tme; he dia not gee him be-
cause he was looking at Mr. ("Nell all the time;
did not hear the prisoner make any repark; the
followng morning Judge Fullerton, Mra. O'Neil
ann witness lound (resh bullat marks on the wall,
and, at the ‘oot of the 8tairs, a hole ln the casing
of the window,

Q. Did the prisoner, subsequent to the 15th of
August, say m:tuinql with regard 1o his wife in
pconnection with O'Neil ¢

The delence objected, and Judge Brady dis-
allowed the (question.

THE PRISONER'S TROUBLRS.

Witness—The prisoner wisa n m
talkeqa about his troubles; thia was al
of Auyust; he took th?msm:ol out of his pocket
and sald, “These rolks better look out or there
would be shooting going on}" i{n that converss-
tion Mr, O’Nell’s name was wmentioned,

Cross-examincd by Mr. Beach—I1 did not become
intimate with Mr, Kingwhile | was in Mr, Hill's
ofice ; after 1 set up an office of my own he used to
come there once in & mouth or two; 1 lost signt of
him lor & while, and then our Was re-
sumaed in 1871, and continned up to Auguar, 1873,
when the replevin sult against hitn was taken out
by Mr. Foulke; he did not consult me profession-
ally often after that—sometimes on matters of his
pusiness, sometimes on matters of jocal or gen-
erul loteresta; be talked with me In !:l_r
about some be us  suits to pe-
cure custody of bla children; 1t was after
July 16 that I learned from Mr, King
thut his wife had left 8 lhouse with her children;
it wias within & day or two of the 15yh or 16th of
July that he spoke to me about the habeas corpus
proceedings; he did not consult me; our Intimacy
continued; our Intimacy began to break off on
the 7th of Augnst, the day after Mr, O'Nell was
arrested; Mr, Foulke employed me in hia ault
against King on the 9th of August; King had three
chuldren and & servant in s housshold ut Torner's
Station; Mra, King, as | learned from h , WAl
in New Huven, the day belore the furmiture was
removed Irom King's house; I talked with Mr,
O’'Nell sbout conveyiag the iarniture on the rai-
‘way; he was not at the removal from whe house,
and gave no aasistatce toward 1t; amon
the articies seized Wua o grand piano an
& carriage and harness; he had toe carriage with

bis wile snd children at Jackson's, and afterwurd
at Long Branch, but ceased to keep horses In
1571; on the 19th of Angusatl commenced an action
Tor limited divorce t the prisoner, on behalf
ol Mrs, King, on the ground of crueity; I was in-
troduced Lo ber August 13, at the Grand (entral
depot; | went there by appoiniment with Mr.
Foulke; no one was present but Mre, Foulke and
Wi Kot ol P o S e
Wi . ('Ne Be UD suit ;
1 did not know of any e

DIFFICULTIES BETWEBN KING AND HIS WIFR
prior to the replevln guil; as soon &8 this sult com-
menced for imited divoroe Mr, O'Nell was datly
busying himsolf on beoulf of Mrs, King; 1 knew
jrom Mr. King and Mr, U'Neil that Mra, ilns was
realding In Mr. O'Nell’s house most of this ime;
U'Neill was about thlrtg years old and King
about thirty-two; Mre., King muost be thirty-five
years old; Mr, O'Neil was of genuemanly sddress
wnd intelligent; wpen we were all golng Logether
to the suits tried Jersey Clty he walked with
Mrs. King; after leaving Judge Sutherland’s offic
and while we were at the head of the stulrs, we all
participated in a conversation; 1 know John
Brown, who was ‘s coschuman; I obtained
from him letters whiel: were given to him by Mr,
O'Neil; I gon't think Isuowed them Lo any ono;
I have been active lo this prosecution: consulte
witn. the Inscrict Attorney, suggested witnesses
sod busied mysell in getbing them; I am not re-
tuined by him,

Re-examined by the Distriet Attorney—After
King's admission to the Bar he put up hs sign;
tiis was the day aiter O'Neil’s arrest; ﬂ(n. King,
alier lesviug ber husbuod, resided ln Mr, Stock-
well's nouse at Turner's Station: after the suit
was commenced Mr. and Mra, O'Neil and Mra,
King went to reside in New York; King got pos-
sesslon of his children sod retmned possession of
suern up to the time of the homicide,

THE PROCEEDINGS REFURE JUDGE SUTHERLAND
warwart af the aivorce sult, and were 1o recover
custody of ber children; there was no open breach
in the business relotions of King and me up to Mr,
Foulke's replevin suit, but there was dissension.

Mr. Beach here. ssked the witnesa (handing him
s letter) was there any breach before you wrote
thit ¥ A, Yes; be owed me money lokned,

Q. Can you state any indications on his part
from mea&mory that your business relations were
broken ol belore Lhat was writien ¥ The withess
could not,

Mr. Beach then read the letrer., It was dated
August 12, and potuled King that Mr, Dupignac
would cease to act s his counsel, in consequence
of hia having employed other counsel in his bank-
ruptcy proceedings.

I'ne Court here took a receas, and, if posstble, on
the resssembling of the Court, the room was more
erowded than before.

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT BONYNGE.

Robert Bonynge, stenogrupber, testitied thar he
was waltipg for some other businesa In Judge
Sutheriaud's office, Novewber 18, 1873; when tie
divoros reference began he went away to dinper
and returned at two o’clock, and lound all the par-
ties there; saw them leave the room a lew winutes
alter the proceedings ciosed; then Mr. King and
Mr, Dupigunac bad sowme dispute about toe day
fixed for the next sitting, aud they relerred to
Judge sSutheriand’s diary; Mr. King was siteing all
tho Lime: when alithe other partics leit Mr, ki
went out bastily, closed the door after Lim, an
witness, who remained nside, heard & re
port and guessed that he wos killlng him; Mr.
Adams, another stenographer, who Wwas tuking
notes on the King cuse, ran out and Immediutely
i1wo other shota were heard; almost Immedlately
after the last shot the prisoner-returned to the
room, with the pistol in his hand and the barrels
still smoking, and handed 1t to Judge Sutherland,
saying, *‘Here, Judge;" witness ran down stairs
and paw O'Nell lyng &t the loot; came back to
the room, and found that King had gone into the
private room and locked t(he door; Mrs. O'Nefl
#uld to witness while he was down stairs, “For
God's suke, run up end see that the morderer don't
escape:' that was before Mr, O'Nell was dead; an
oficer came and kicked at the door and calied to
Eing to gﬁn; alter I.lh“e lock wuas pretty well
- a g opened
rendered, and said, “*You may search me."

Uross-examinod—When the frst sbot was fired
Mr. Adams remarked, “He s killing him;"” would
not Ilke 10 swear positively that King said “You
may search me,"” but 1s pretty sure it was sald,

TRETIMONY OF OFFICER GIBNET.

OmMcer Gibney testlide

the 15th of November, 1873, & gentleman cawe up
to him 1o Nussan streetand told nim there was
man shot in No. 42 Pine street; he went there, and
Judge Sutheriand met m on the stoop and told
hiw the man who did \t was in his private room;
he went up and called out, “Iam & poiice ofMcer,
open;’ there was no answer; Kicked at the door
anda started the panel around the lock; wit-
ness went back to the table and ssked Judge
sutherland for the revolver, and got it (Identitles
it, a five-shooter) ; there were two charges |n the
cuambers; just a8 he approached the door of the
inner room agaln It was opened; witness stood in
tue doorway; the prisoner was partiy belind the
door; he wore dark pants, a light overcoat, gloves,
his bands In hig cont pockets, and & cane sticking
us] from the lelt pocket; witness said, 1 am an
officer, take your hands ont or yonr pockets and
throw them up;" e did s0; he said not a word;
when witness arrested him Mr, 0’Neil was lying Lo
an ofce below stalrs.
TESTIMONY OF PREDERICK M. ADAMS,

Frederick M. Adams, stenographer, testifled that
he was engaged 10 taking the proceedings on the
relerence. re. Foulke, Mrs, O'Neil and Mr.
O'Neil were exumined. After all the parties con-
cerned lelt, King iollowed, closed the door aiter
him, and the report of a plstol was heard, Witness
gol up trom his chair aud then Lhere was another
report, Witness started ior the door, opened i,
ana saw King at the head of the stairs, he saw his
right hand pointed out taking sim, and while he
Wis o that sititude o third report was heard. He
was facing down the stairs, Then King came
back and d witness and went into the ofice,
not quickly, but at an ordinary walk,

m cross-examination, witness sald he did not
see King at all durlng the examination. Could
not recollect whether, on hearing the Brst
soot he cried, *I guess he's shooting hpm"

TESTIMONY OF OFFICER GILBERT,

Offcer Glibert teatified that he ran to No. 42 Pine
strect and received King In costody from Ofticer
Gibney and took him to the station hous:; he re-
turnced to No, 42 Pine street and ussisted in search-
ing the body of the dead man (U'Neil), and found
a rovolver in his hip pocket, with four chambers
loaded ; 130 found & memornndum book and

Ly Ut 4l ﬁ%r, gu’i of the prisoner;
it Was 10 the Inside po b whie lett pide of the
coat; miter the body was taken to the station
]:gusla @ _hat was brougnl. In with a ballet Lole
thro t. i ol il L] e

10 Mr. Beach—On the way to the atatlon honse
the crowd pressed so closely that they trod on my
heela; King difd noi express any apprehensions of
personal violence, only jrom the crowding; he
stood about thirty or lorty miputes in the general
room 4t the station house; there Was no exXpros.
slon of anxiety on his face; he was nexo taken io
the Captain's room and then to the cell; Isaw no
ditference in his behavior in the cell; he remained
in the cell notll next day, and there wis no change
in his demeanor; he was silent and gquiet,

To the Diatrict Au.ornei—.wuila King was stand-
ing at the Sergeant's desk he was asked his name,
age, occupation, and 8o on, and he gave them;
somo members of the press came to see him and
Inspector Welling visited hum while he wos in the

cell,
s TESTIMONY OF WALTER 8, LOGAN.

Whalter 8. Logan, n lawyer, testified that (n No-
vember, 1873, he was clerk with Scudder & Co,,
who were lawyers for Kiog in the bankrupiey pro-
ceeulngs.

Mr, lﬁ’lelpn here offered to prove a threat against
the decossed made by King durlng & conversation
with King who called into their oftice in Wall street
the Saturday before the homicide,
m:‘sr' Beraun-nm he oconsult you about business

ters

Witness—J asked him about hig djvorce swite and
the progeeainge generaliy

office; he
ut the 1at

I

d that on the evening of

|

time; 6 ' between client aud lawyer toat epabled him to

and came out and sor- |

Y

i

)
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Judge Brady said he undersiood the proceedings
to be privileged,
Mr. Pugips dian't ses anyvthing in the relations

make the lawyer nis conflidant of his intention to
commit 4 murder,

Judge B #ild nelther did he, butl the wit-
ness oceupied  professional relatlons with the
prisoner, and under recout decislons, nis Limpres-
8i0n was, the commuulcation waa privileged. He
would not, however, saut out the guestuon wntil
he consulted the authoritles, but let s be with-
drawn lor the present.

TESTIMONY OF DENIS M. QUICK

Denls M. Quick, lawyer, teatified that O'Ne#
eame invo his omice aiter belng shot, and sat down
and mrnm:le: he Buld nothiog; & priest came
and administered the sacrament; O'Neil died
quietly.

TESTIMONY OF AARON P, DALRYMPLE.
Aaron P, Dalrymple, who first examined the
body of ('Neil, iestuifled that the bnlet entered at
o angle of thirty degrees,

TEATIMONY OF JOUN H. COMEIL

John H. Comer testifled that be {s & farmer and
deiivers miik in the city; he knew O'Nell, who was
In the freight departmens of the Er?a Railroad;
he became acquainted with the ver and fre-
quently came down on the same train with the

risoner and the deceased; on several occasions

e prisoner complalned that O'Nell was incerfer-
Ing between him sand his wite, and on one or two
occaslons Lnreatened to “masn” or ‘amash" his
head ; on several occasions noticed the prisoner
Bet,nu very excited on geeing Mr, and Mrs,
'Nedl and Mra, King coming trom the ferryhouse,
and saw bim following them In o very exolt
manner, and from this and other circumstanced
witness was (nduced to see Mr, 0'Neil and tell m
to look out, as King was & dedperate man
would do blm some mischief,

Cross-examined—We nsed to cross by the
ferry to Twenty-third strees; witer .m}g "
used to wulk bebind them fifny feet or

ul:r“ln'g

B0; Mr. O'Nell and Mrs. King walked first out of

the ferry and Mre. (*Neul followed them,
TESTIMONY OF RETH E. WARNER,

Beth E. Warner testified that he kept a hotal
st Torner's Btation In 1872, and saw the de-
ceased and the prisoner & pood deal together and
very iriendly until the summer of 1572, when thelr
intimacy ceased; onone uocason King came tﬁ
witness and ssid, “0’Neil ia & damned fool, he ha
betier look oul;” witneas asked “whyt"” *“Be-
cause, " sald be, *I shor my father-in-law ;" “How "
said 5 “In sell-defence,' says e, “he was & ]
man and he knocked me down; | knew it was hia
habit to mn'nlp on & man when he got himn down
toat way, #o | just druwed my pistol and sbot hiin; I
didn't kill him thoagh ;! then he added that O'Nefl
had better not wread on bis corns so much, that he
kpew too much law for O'Nell aud would pukup
law poines on bim,

Nothing tmportant for the defence was drawn
from the witness during his cross-exumination.

AN ABSENT WITKESS.,

District Attorney Ponelpa here, [or the twentieth
time, called ‘“Joseph Long,' but Joseph, as usoanl,
was oot forgthcoming, whereupon Mr, l‘-‘ne:pl 8x-
pressed his fear that the witoess had been done

away with,

‘fhe Court, shortly before 5 P, M., ld{o\:med angd
}m- l‘nmn.m:,g. It I8 expected that the testimony
lor she

]Lremacnt-lnn Wil be iniabed to-day and the
opene

defence
THE ROCK ISLAND POOL CASE,

Decision in Favor of the Defendants
Plaintiffs Alowed to Amend Com=

plaint.
Before Judge Van Brunt,

+ Willam M. Earle and Anotoer vs. George 8.
Scott, Willlam E. Strong and Others.—In ghis case,
In which plaintiMs seek to recover $300,000 for al-
leged losees sufferea by them in acting as brokers
for the famous Rock Island Pool, Judge Van
Brunt, In Bupreme Court, Special Term, haa de-
cided, in the following opinion, to dismiss the
complaint, allowing plaintiffs, however, upon pay-
ment of costs, to serve s new complalnt:—

The defendants demnr upon three grounds —

Firse—That there is a defeot of parties defendant.

Second—Lhe several causes of action have buen im-
properly united: and

Third—That the complaint does not state fmcts sufi-
cient to constiule & cause of action.

‘A'ne first ground of demurrer—viz, that there s & de-
tect of” pariies deiendunt, docs not-seem to we o be well
taken. The allegation is that the defendants und certain
other persons, whose names ure unknown to these
plawntilfe, but whose bpmnes, when discovered, the
plaintiffs pray for leave to join as delendsnis, entered
into 4 certain copartnership, &c., tor the purchase of
certaln stock. The delendants can, by their nnswer, ret
up such other pariies in interest as have not been made
derendants in the action, and they may be brought in by
an mnended bill. There ts 0o other ‘way in which the
plaintida oan provide for onknown defendanta The

laintifls certainly cannot be bound to name as de-
}'wam. persons of whose names they are ignorant
Tne third ground of demurrer is that the oumpmmgm
in.oz giate trots sufficient to constitute a caws of reton.

think thet a fair interpratation of this complaint shows
that the plaintiffs allege the lormation of the col er-
ship, the ﬁ:mtmam of Wildam 8 Woodward as the
1st coparinership, the purchase of a large

amount of ylock and & sule or closing out of that stock
the oruer of Woodward at a loss of 0o to
laintiffs. The exact meaning of the words “closing
vot glven, but we would understand by them
that they had terminaied their coniraots for tha stock
by & w the cousent ot oid . These
facts certainly shdw a good cause of action. It the lan-
gunge used 1o the complsint 1s indefinlie ana oncertain
1t can be remedied upon motion. The secoma ground of
demurrer is that several causes of uction nave been lin-
properly uniteq, in that ali the detendants named in the
gomplning are not liable 1or whole . amount of the
dawmnnge claimed, but that there Is one caunse of action
:{tlmtl.lltha defendants nuwed in the complaint, god
ut there in another canse of sction stated upon ich
some of the detendants are not liable. It cannot be ne-
oesmary to tite anthorities to sustain the proposition that
peveral causes ol action can be united in one complaing
onl whu.r;ﬂuﬂlgclm nﬂbg:c 'i“ the parties |¥ the
ag ¥ m o iavor of the
rhl.. a’u'n and a nm.ul'.i he del’eltdlnln. AE'&"“T“

9 CRUASA ac! are  not separs n
the complsint, yet they are disiinctly two. The fArst
cuuse of nction s against the toiming the first

e stock purchased for it,

parinership for the logs upon
snd the second le for the loss npon the stock bought tor
the second partnarship, These fipms are notsbown to
be Il.lblnuror t‘l:e stock p - e
other ; there ks no averment of any mmu of In-
terest between them. The agreement betweoen ‘{he two
comﬂneﬂhlgn was us follows:—"1lhe first partoership
was to hold the stock b{ it pnrehased, and the second
partuerghip was to make additio purchases of aluck,
and thereby eghance the price oft stock so that both
aricerships might make unufulm and profits thers-
y." ‘Bherv ls no den ing this that would make
one copartnership llable for stock bought by or for ac-
count of the other. The fact that the defendant William
5. Woodward was 8 momber of both partperships an
o uéhmt fir Ay appoint thel
suppose that two firms 1o point one man £
mgnt. and each only be liable me lils acta :when he ns-
sumes 10 act tor that firm.  1s )
whether these partnerships were two separate
tingt combinations or one combination, whose ol
and scope were enlurged by subsequent agreemen
the members o; both were the same,
above case all in auy event would be bound for all que
losses susiained: orefore, utless it appears In tha
answer that these partnerships were formed of nt
members, this demurres cannot be smstained. flrst
glrmerahl was formed ol the deiendants, elgbt 1o pum.
er, and er partles whose names Are unknown. The
second partnershiv 18 formed of the aefendants,
Jobn F, Tracy and Wilham S  Woodward, to-
ether with divers other persons whose names are tn-
Emﬂru. It therefore appears that the parties who lormed
the second combinstion or partue tg were different
from those who formed the fivet. and the two combina.
tions cannot be sued in the same action unless each are
lable tor all the damages by the d d in
the purchase of stocks for both, 'rm:h 1o tact, was the
round taken opon the argument by the loarned counsal
or thE plainufis.  But | think that I have shown that
there was no legal lability upon the second partneribip
for the losses sustained upon stock
first. The demurrer must, thereiore, be sustilned upon
the second ground, plamtifia to be allowed te amend
upon payment of costs of demurrer,

Mr. Dudiey Pield for 1wo of the defendanta: Mr.
Marbury for defendant Scott; Henry S, Bennett
for all the other defendants; William B. Anthon
for plaintifs,

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

URITED STATES DISTRICT COURT.

Admiralty Cases=Decisions,

A litel was filed by John T. Walsh against the
steamboat John Farron, to recover for supplies far-
mished to the steamer. In this case yesterday, in
the United Btates District Court, Judge Biatchiord
rendered his decision, dismisming the libel. He
pays:—''As the libel alleges that the vessel wss a
domestic vessel, it must be held that there was no

llen upon ner by the maritime law for the sup-
ea, and none by the local law of New York.” B
Muabon for the ibellant; K D. Benedict for the
clalmant,
1he Judge has also decided the case of John
Jackson ve, James T, Enston and James McMahon.
This action wos brought to recover damages lor

st
all t
on

or dig-

d |

er of both does not alter the question. [ |
s, of course, immsterjal |
ra

ek
ir | yea
‘the | ADB

urchased tor the |

{njury to & canalboat by the bursting of the
boller of o fteam tug. The libel (8 dismissed with |
W. B. Beebe for the Lbellant; W. W, Good- |

?ﬁ:ﬁor the
In the m £ William Oavan against the
Ateamship Angellcs, which was an action to fe.
cover for damages cnmﬁlé.bf a colligion, the Judg
g;Feu & decree for the Lin) b »
e m

: el
P /5 o Wain the
SUPREME COURT—CHAMBERS,

Decisions.
Ty Judge Donohue,

Mutual Life Iosurance Company vs, Martin,
Bmith va. Smith, Hadlay ve, Boelm, Fanning va,
Fanning, Blute va. CUrystal Spring Company.—
Memorandums,

Walsh va. Ulancy, Winsor va, The Phoenlx Ware-
honselng company, Byrne vs, The Underground
Ralway Company.—Motions denied.

Zabriskie ve. Meyer.—~Motwn denled as to
abldement.

Meyer va. Heath,—Motlon denjed, with §10c08ts,

Davis ve. Brown, in the matter of the application
of the Directors of Arnold's Electro-Galvane lron
wornhArnnld V8, Arnold.—Orders granted,

In the matier, &c., application of Fridway.—
Motion granted,

Van Tassel v8, Van Tassel, White ve. Merdam.—
Graoted,

SUPERIOR COURT—TRIAL TERM—PART ).

Question of Commissions on Usarlioms
Interest.
Before Judge Monell,
The old sult brought by the Merchans' Ex-
change National Bank to recover the valur of 204

“hogsheads of LoLeLCO, MMOURLIDG tp some $100,000, | anpwer,

|

has been on trial In this Court for the past two

days, It wes clalmed that Cornelius Uakley, 8 to-
bacco  merchant, obtaued moneys (rom the
cashler of the bLank ior purchase of the 1obacco,
and that in this way the latter had become largely
ludebted to the mnk, and that subsoquently be
cbtained advances irom the warebouse company
on the tohbuceo. Llie warehouse company claimed
that under (ts churt.r it was empowered to muke
Advances upun guods In ite charge and charge
commisslons the same a8 commisson merchanis.
The case went to the Court of Appenis ou demurrer
to the complaint. It wus held by the Coart of Ap-
peals that il the charge of comnilsaion was Oond
Jide the warechouse company was enti 0 re-
cover; but U It waa & mere cover for the exsction
Of usurions interest that then the bank would be
entitled to recover. The testmony was apout the
Bame as 4t the previous irial. The jury, not hav-
Ing arreed at a late hour, they were ordered to

in & sealed verdies,

SUPERIDR COURT—SPECIAL TERML

Declsions.
By Judge vurtis
Adams ve. Hausen ; Bnll's Hena Bank vs Waadell;
Frame ve. Lale.—Motions granted.
H&:Ium Van Yoret,
Van Baren ve. Cort —Judgment for plaintid and
accounting ordered,

CCURT OF COMMON PLEAS—TRIAL TERN—PART I
" Buwlt for Advances to Market Bweepers.
Before Judge Loew,

During several months in 1870 Poineaa H. Kings-
land savanced money to the cliy amounting to
some $9,000 to pay the market sweepers, and the
lagter assigned to him sheir claim. The Board
of Apportlonment made an appropriation to pay
the amount. A warraat was drawn for the same
and just then came in the Foley injunction pre-
venting ita payment. Nos baviug been able since
to get money irom the city, suit was brougnt
In this Court for the amount. The case came OB
for trial yesterday, Mr. William C. Trall np!rml.n.g
for the plalntiy and Mr. Dean for the city. The de-
mg. 18 that there s no appropriacion to cover the

Cases Where the City Won't Pay Rent.
For wsixteen years pastthe Croton Aqueduct De-
partment has occupled as a storeroom & portlen
of No, 12 Chambers street, the rens beiug $400 &
year, The reat wus pald regularly nntil last year,
when the Comptroller refused paymens, and,
thereopon, suit was brought to compel payment,
The defence was that tne Common Council had
Never authorizea the hiring of the premises, and
it waa insiated that i such « thing was allowed all
the departments of the city might be hiring all
Borts ol premises for all sorta ol purposes. Mr. |
Dean represented the city and Malooum Campbell |

the plaintdt, ‘I'he jur waever, could not agree
‘and were discharged, 4 ;

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS—SPECIAL TEDN,
Decisionss

Billldﬁe Larremore,
" MoAllster va. McAlllater; Terwilliger ve. Terwil.

r.—Reports contirmed, Divorces granted.
Raliroad
pany.—Motlon denied without prejudice.

arris va. New York W. 8. B, Com-

People ex iel. vi. MoCioskey ve. Green.—The
zuemon of payment and acceprance must be tried.
ppleaton denfed,
Moynahan

Uﬂllﬂ'!:ﬁ

nied. Orde
Ehringer

denled

¥s. Same,—See memorandom.
By Judge Hobinson.

va, Canning,—Motion to confirm de- |

red case be sent biack for further proof.

vs. Ehringer.—Motion lor altmony, &c.,

By Judge Larremore.

Barnum va. the Mayor, &c. ; Matthews ve, Same;
Buavey vs. Bame; uallagner vs. Bame; Dowos
ve, Bame; De Eeprit ve. BSame; Quinn
va, Same; Crow ve. Same ; Buon vs., Bame;
Powers ve. Eame; Mortun va. éama; Wagner va.
Same ; Saiter ve, ~ame¢; Dolan ve. Bame; Simmons |
¥8. Same; Shotwell wvi. Same; Underiill vs, |
Same; Coit ve. =ame; Swinson vs. Same; Geander
ve, Same; Fitzpatrick ve. Same; Van fanst vs.
Same; skinoer vs. same; Kane vs. Same. Jodg-
ment [or plaintifs. Demurrers overraled.

MABINE COURT—PART 2.

Judgments at Inguest.

Beiore Judge Enea.
John MeLonghian va. Curistopher Keves,—Judg- |
ment jor piaiy tlf, $103 90, with cost of dction,
Betbunal €, Wheeler va, William U, Moure'et al—
Judgment for plaintiff §810 87, with costa

WAGIE COURT—PART 3.

Declsions.

By Judge Joachimsen,

Lowenblen ve. Huwe.—Judgment for Plalntiff for
$370 48 and costs and $26 allowance.

Madden vs, Uleo—Margarine Manufacturing Com-
pany.—Judgment for plalniud lor $380 05 aod costs
aud $25 allowance.

Seymour vs, Bame,—The llke, for $333 97 and
$25 allowance.

Walsh ve. Same.—The like, for §154 86 and costa
snd $25 aliowance,

Brewster vs pame.—The llke, for $254 30 and
costs and $25 allowance,

Young vs. same,~The like, for $233 07 and costs
and sllowance.

McKellar va. Meyers.—Verdiot and judgment for
plaintuf tor $101 63 and costs und $25 aillowance.

Gianse ve. MoClave.—Verdiot n.ud!iudl{msnt for
plalnnm for, #8280 72 and costs and $e5 allowanca,

Rich va, Gordon.—Judgment for pIaIntim jor $34;
no costs.

TOMBS- POLICE COUAT.

Stolen Bonds Brought to Light,
{Helore Justice Bixby.

On the 10th of March, 1873, the ofMce of the
Pennsylvanis and Westérn Railroad Company, No,
50 Broad street, was entered and fifty-six $1,000
morigage bonds, valued at $40,000, were stolen
herefrom. Captain Irving has bad the case in his
ands ever since, and, aftor 4 long search, traced
them through various hands to Willlam O,
Brandon, of No, 746 Hroadway. Captain Irving and
Detective McDougal went to Brandon's place
on Wednesday night and arrested him. The sufe
was searohed, and the Oity-six bonds were found,

nt lwn{wln a_secret drawer, PBrandon, being

rought before Justice Bixby at the Tombs i'ours
tetday alternood, was held in $40,000 pail to
wer. Brandon, who has been arrcated a num-
per of times on Rimilar charges, denied that Le had

any knowledge of the bonds being Btoien, and
stated that Le Lad bought them in & reguiar
business way.

How to Recover a Lost Watch.

Mrs, M. D, Btarr, of No. 155 Lexington avenue,
was robbed of her walch In a Fourth avenue car
last Tuesday evening, The following day she
placed nn advertisement in the HeErRALD offerin
$30 reward, and a lew days alter received the (ol
Jowing s uD answer to tne advertisement:—

Mra Brama—I have pald $d for & wateh found soma
time last weok. It is a real Henry i‘.n|;|| witch, worth |
about $135 or $150—a monogram ladies' gold watch, I
will noL 1aku $6U for the watch, so increass the reward.
Y ours, HUMAN NATURK.

P. S.—Answer through fommercial ddvertiser or Brpress.
The lady advertised as requnested, and two
men called on her with a written agreement.
Bhe recognlzed one of the parties present-
Iug the agreement w8 the person who had taken
such an interest \n her when she first expressed
ner leellugs in the car on the los8 of her watch,
Detective Willamaon arresteéd the two men. They
were taken to the Central Police OmMce and dis.
charged by Inspector McDermott. Mrs, Starr, with
Detective Williamson, came before Justice h\xhy
yesterday and told her stofy to that magistrate,

“Where are thess men, oficery” sald Justice

Bixby.

--wj'ell. Yoar Honor," answered the ofeer, “In.
gpector McDermott thought they were respectable
men and discharged them,"

Judge Blxby—Inspector McDermott has no right
to us functions that do not belong 1o bim, 1
want those men brought here, omcer,

Later in the afternoon Mrs, Starr was nshered
into the examination room, and also Detective
Willlnmson. The two persons who had been Bo
anxjoas to get Mra, Btarr’'s watch lor ber wero
glso present. Henry E. Plke, of No. 68 West
Elghteanth sireet, was one, and Charles Crawiord,
ol No. 418 Bixth avenne, the other.

Judge Blxby, at the conclwslon, handed Mrs, Starr
her watch, and said to ke and Crawiord that he
felt chat they had been engaged In & swindhn
trunsactlon, and was sorry that the law did n
warrant bim In holding them to answer. The lad
put n;r !:_:::hldn her o:kﬁ.i‘or wn!cnh:na did no
pay W ‘wlked aw ppier and
DRSS 84, WUk vy L
- The Poltey Dealers.

Tnomas J. Tavior and eleven otlers, who were
arrested on Woednesday in a Chatham street policy
ehop, were yesterday taken before Judge Bixby.
Three of the men arrested testified that they had
vought poliey slips from Taylor, and two of them
wero sent to the House of Detention, The rest,

with the exception of Taylor, were discharged, IHe,
wah held In $1,000 ball to answoer,
gean thcunu' ‘brocinct, yester-
day morning visited a policy shop alleged to be
kept by Henry Van Tassell at No. 9 Ann street,
‘The books, papers, &c., were seiged and taken to
court. Only one Y‘"an'. negro, was arrested,
bewrdes Van Tassell, He was discharged, aod Van
Tussell was held in $1,000 bail to answer,
Burglary in Mott Street,

On the 208h of February the premises af Mrs,
Alice Menzer, No. 230 Mott sireet, were broken
into and $400 worth of jewelry and clothing car-
ried o, Mrs. Menger apprised Capiain Irving of
her loss, and he detaled Omcer Fields to work u
the case. Wednesday night the omcer arreste:
two mn? men, namea Francis Hopkins and
Willlam Kelly, on suspicion, in & #aioon on the
Bowery, between Houston and Stanion strests,
They were searched In the station houso and s gold
chaln waa found in the possession of Kelly, which
was subsequently identitled by Mrs. Menzer, As
Hopkins and Kelly had both been scen prowling
ond No. £0 Moit street about the time of the
bery, they were held in $2,000 ball, each, 10

Aro
rob
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_dudge Spanlding.—Nos. 3217
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COURT CALENDARS—THIS DAY.

BUPREME OCounr—Unampens—Held by J’udg
Donohue.—Nos, 45, &4 o8, 75, T8, 85, 93, 07, 0§, 00,
101, 104, luin;‘ou,a;. 120, 120, 180, 16d, 167, 108, 172, |
176, 178, 1, 163, 184, 186, 150, 150, 196, 199, 20 call |

SUPREME COURT—GENERAL TRM—Held by Judges |
Davin, Duniels and Lawrenc:.—Preterred {:;m':—- l
Noas, 100, 1u2, Enumerated motous—Nos, 130, 151,
184, 136, 156, 187, 184, 140, 141, 142, 148, 144, 145, 146, |
147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 163, 154, 156, 156, 107,

BME COURT—CIRCIIT—Part 2—Held by Judge
Van Bruot—Nos. 2062, 2050, 2500, 2944, 1048, 2018,
2418, ﬂ%ﬂﬂ, 1235, 1208, 2008, 2350, 2105, 2244,
2488, 21 , 2702, 2100, 2006, 2478, 2510, 2708,
Part antil Monday.

HUPARIOR COURT—TRIAL TERM—Part 1—Held by
Judge Monell—Court opens at eléven A. M.—Noa,

¥ 868, 837, T4l, 1023, K71, T3], B85, 490,
634, 553, 841, 07l Furt 2—Held by Judge Freed-
14 m?‘l I.l.&l!l:?n.f' S B L0
-‘;.";m'or MMON PLEAS—GENERAL TirM—THeld |
by Jodges C. P. Du{. HKosinson wnd J. F, Daly.—
Noa, 86, 145, 38, b4, b7, 112, 142 |

H L2t O, 2077, 1306, 1,
gld by Judge Loew.—Nos. 21 p 308, 273
308, s‘:q:'a‘,ml. 2, 670, nﬁ.mm‘. :{m;.i ;';'.:u.b
TRt TRISE 52 i
| 44y, a:g‘. 2364, B35

4508, 8246, 1410, 5412, 8414, 3420, 423, 3426, 3430, B43,
Purt 2—Held by Judge Bnea.—Nos. 4389, 3411,
3323, 8118, 3416, 23831, 2043, 3423, 3427, 3420, 3443,
84S, 8441, 8443, 348, Part 8—He
Joachimeen,—Nos. 3813, 4019, 4570, 407, 41151, 5088,
4898, 5205, 4518, 4517, 4420, 4131, 4082, 4200, 3500,

BROOKLYN COURTS.

SUPREME COURT—SPECIAL TERM,

A Bemaation for Soclety and the Politls
cians~—Action Against James M. Crailg
for Alleged Assanlt—$10,000 Damages
Claimed=0rder of Arrest Granted=
The Defondant Leaves the City.

Before Judge Pratt,

There has been conslderable talk {n politieal efr-
clea daring the past few days over a suit brought
against Mr. James B, Craig, the lawyer and well
known democratic politician of this city, by Mr.
Willlam J. Parks, of Montague “street, for alleged
assault and battery. The plalutiff is the son of
Mr. Wiliam Parks, a prominent and weaithy rest-
dent of Brooklyn, a member of the Prospect Park
Fair Grounds Assoclation and well kpown among
the turrmen of this part of the country. Mr,
Cralg, the defenaant, 18 one of the leading
demoeratie politiclans of EKings county and
hia repotation extends ihroughout the State.
During the adminlstration of Governor Hoflman |
he was o member of the Governor's staff, He was |
also, formerly, Chairman of the Kings Countly |
Democratic General Committee, and has always |
been among the foremost in the local and State
conncils of bis party. He 18 sssociated in the law
buginess with Mr. Sidney Webster, the son-in-law
of Secretary Fish.

It seems that a month or so ago young

PARES AND CRAIO HAD SOME DIFFICULTY
with each other, which, however, was understood
to have been finally settled. Un the 20th ult, Craug,
in company with his wite, called at the plaintif"s
residence, No, 100 Montague street, and on
entering the parlor bad & few words with

Parks, Parks made some quick reply,

when, 88 charged, Craje strock him on

the head and Wrist witih a cane. The former
wrenched the cane from his grasp, whereupon

Craig seized an iron poker Irom near the fireplace

about to renew the masault, wpnen a

brawny domestic, whio had been atiracted 10 the

glu.ce by the noiée of toe rencontre, interiered and
eprived him of the weapon. Cralg taen
EEIZED
and atarted for the pla

A PAIR OF TONuS
intifl, who wus escaping up
stairs. At this juncture of affuirs Mr, B, G, Smirh,
the prother-in-law ol young Parks, appeared upon
the scene and preventad any further demonstra-
tlons on the part of the defendant, who shortly al
terwards left the house,

This suit was subsequently brought, damages be.
lnlrluld a1 $10,000. On Wennesday lass Mr. Thomas
E. Pearsall, counse! for plainthf, appeared before
Judge Pratt ana applied for an urder ol arrest
againat Cralg.

Judge Pratt granted the order and fixed
the bau at $800. 1he order was delivered to &
deputy sheriif, who immediately repaired to Mr.
Craig's residence in Montague terrace, where he
asvertained that the delencant had lelt the city.
The omcer returned and so reported. Thus the
cuame stands at present.  Mr, Craig is still odt of
::.r“' and it has not appeared when he wili re-

.
The Baez=Hnuteh Case—=The Order of Ar-
rest Vacated=Another Suit,

Judge Pratt yesterday declded to vacate the
order of arrest agalnst ex-President Baez in the
sult of Davld Hatch, already folly reportea. Toe
decision is as follows (—

Upon reading and filing the order. to show cause made
hereiu by Mr, Justice Glibert on the 3d day of March w-
stant, and an amdavit of Burnaventura Hacs, the de-
iund;nla:n which said order wus grauted, and the coun-
ter aflidavit of David Haweh, the plaintid, and afser
heariug Mr. Van Wagoer and Mr. Choate tor the defend-
ant in bebalfl of their mutich to vacate the order of arresy
ranwed herein by Mr. Justice Pratt on the Jdth day of
february, 1674, holding the defendans to bat in the sum
ol $25,000, and Mr. Maxwell und Mr. Cross, for the plain-
tiff, In opposition to said motion, and doe deliberation
‘having been hiad, It is ordersd thal
rest be, ana the same is herehy vacated, and
sald defendant be and the sa 18 Dera
frum custedy thereunacr, with §10 costs to

Aunother Suit,

Another salt has been commenced Agalnst B
the plainti being Mr. Julius M. Columbani, of Now
York. Yesterday his counsel applied to Judge
Prate for an order of arreat agalnst the defendanc,
The application was based on & lengthy amdavit,
setting jorih tbat 1o 1870 the plaintul was impris.
oned by Baes illegally, and that hls healeh, com-
mer credit and reputation were greatly \m-
g;wlreu%:nlreby. He clsims damages in the sum of

The application was denled. It will probably be
renegwe lore some other Supreme Court judge
in New York or Brooklyn.

_ CITY COURT—SPECIAL TERM.

Alleged Illegal Increase of Crosstown
Railroad Stock.
Before Judge Neilson,

Alaerman Demas Strong, & large stockholder In
the Crosstown Railroad Company, has brought
suit to restrain the Board of Directors from in-
creasing the capital stock by $100,000 by issuing
additional shares to that amount, and seliing them

for fliry per cent of the por value of the same, The
Board have passed a redolution to that efect and
given printed notlce of their intention. The plain-
TUT alleges that i tnis be accomplished the value
of the original stock held by him and others will
be depreciated. He clulms that all such action is

ul
Judge Neilson has granted a temporary injnne-
tion and an order to AUW CAUSE Wiy & Permanent

injuncstion should not issue. The case will be
heard next Tuesday.

UNITED STATES SUPREME COUET.
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Docisions.
WASHINGTON, March 5, 1874
No, 4561. Grover & Baker Sewing Machine Com-
pany, Wheeler & Wilson SBewing Machine Company |
and the Singer Manufacturing Company vs, Flor- |
ence Sewing Machine Company—Error to the |
Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts,—This
was an action by the Florence Company, a Massg-
chusetts corporation, against the other companics
to recover back certaln moneys alleged 1o be due
from them by reason of overpayments made by the
Florence Company a8 patent rent under an agree-
ment providing for a reduction In the rent lu cass
of the granting bLY the other companles of any
adaditional licenscs, The suit belng bronght 1o tna
Eupreme Judiclal Conrs of the Stafe, motion was
the Uirenit Court of the

United States, The Grover & Baker Company was
a Massachusetta corporstion siso, but the other

pectiout nd. (6. oMMEF of New Sork T

Court below held that where one of tne defendant
COrporations was of the samne State with the plaine.
tiff, where the suit was brought, removal was not
authorized, and the trinl proceedoed und resulted tn
favor of the Florence Company, The question
resented here was whether the Conrt wias rl‘nt
I

gn, 2 ammgﬂ &tgn d‘ stion of removal.

(eTabI th A alopluonjha'l'hn Court,
B\ conside ength, amrming the jndgmegy pe-
low._ A% the conclusion it uuu’:-—" ther 1hé non-
refident platutif of nm.l-renldon endant may
remove the cause uhder thé act for that purpose,
provided that all the plaintirs or all the derend-
ants join In the petition, and a&ll the parues
{mmlonlnl are nou-residents, as required under
ne Judiclary act; but it 18 o great misiake to snp-
pose that any such right I8 conferred by that act
when one or more of the plaintiffa or one or more
of the petitioning defendants are citizens of the
State in which the sult 18 pending, a8 the act s
destitute of any language which can be prOfwrl.r
conetrued to confer sny snch right, unless ali the
piaintis or all the detendants are non-resident
and join In the petitiou.” Dissenting, Justioes
Miller and Bradley.

No. 817. The Chloago City Railroad Company va.
Alltoner.—Appeal from the COircuit Court of the
Northern District of lllinois.—The directors of the
compnny, without consultation or calllng a meet-
ing of the & olders, resolved to increase the
capital stock of the company from $1,230,000 to
$1,600,000, The appeliee, a stockholder, obyj a

10 the proceeding and fied his bill o prevent the

| 1801 crewting the Cireult Court of the district, an

“lar
hol

| viving the motber, sod, aizo, attaiping the
| where 1t ia held, In subgetance, that the

l

|

| which, as usserted, was the ren?

—

, Ingisting that 1t oonld not he lawrally
done without the concurrence of the stockholders,
The Court below sustained toe position snd re-
strained the act, That decree s bere aMrmed on
the ground that & change 80 orgapic and fonds-
mental 48 1hat 0l IDOTBASIDE the capilul stock of
a corporation beyond e limit fixed by the charter
canoot be made the directors alone, unless ex.
Fremly aothoriged thereto. Mr. Justice strong de-
1]

vered tue oploion.

No. 555, Baltiwore and Potomae Rallrond Com-
pany va Trustees of SixXth Presbyterian Church—
Error to the Sapreme Court of the District of Co-
luwmnia. —The church recovered 4 judgment agalnst
the colmpany for §11,600 dawages or runoing the
road through Sixtn street in (ront of the church
edifice, The company obtained & wris of error,
®nd & motion was made to diamiss it on the ground
that the luw under which the sssessment of dam-
Uges wed wade by the jury in the case Wi aorm'!-
lsud statute, which, by {u construction of the
Muaryland courts, does not allow an appesl or writ
OF error, Mr, Justice Miller delivered Lhe o
denying the motion, holaing that the Writ
#uch 4 case, notwitistanding the objection
The eurly deolsion of this Court, It is said, b
the right to the writ exists by virtae of the
late power of this Court as defined in the

in

a
the Court le governed by that uet,

No, 158. Barrieg Bros. ve. Dabney, Morgan &
Co,.—Krror w the Supreme Court of Bouth Caro-
Hna.—This case \ovoived the distribation of the
apsers of the Hank of the State ol South Carolins,
on Its own uccount and s Lue Ananclal agent of the
State, NOW in the hands of  reseiver, and particu-

the question of the title of the fir -
ers and the fire loan shekuo?dl:r?;m:gl
and stock, uegotlated oy the bank, under the au-
thority of the Siate, for the rebuilding of Charles-
ton after the fire of 1838. The bouds were Laken
up in Europe and the stock o the Umited Staten,
The former had tbe guarantee of the bank, and the
latter did not. The decision is that the fire loan
bon "’m"'?ﬂ? 9# in equal footing with the other
ereditors o bank, and that tne fire loan stock-
holders are not creditors of the bank at all, and
not encitied Lo pay participafion in the jund, fhe
ashols are directed to be distributed wmong the
creditors of the bank In proportion to the amount
of cialmge, reducing those arslng ﬂurm‘ﬁlth- war
to their vaiues 10 national currency. I8 18 an
amrmarion of the judgment of the Supreme Courc

| of the State. Mr. Justice Bradiey delivered the

opinion. Mr. Justice Strong dissented.

No. 200. Croply va Cooper.—Appeal from thas
supreme Cours of the District of Columbla.—Wil-
llumn Cooper left & will containing the following
clause :—T'o my danghter, Elizabeth Croply, st her
mother's death I give and bequeath the rpent of my
house on Pennsylvanis avenue, in the oity of Wash-
lugton, for and during ber lile, and at her death It
Is my wiil that ihe sald house be sold and the availa
therefrom become the property of her children, or
ehitld, when be, she or they nave arrived at the age
of twenty-one ye the interest in the meantune
to be applled to the 0
ter had one child at the death of the testator, who
lived to be twenty-one years of age, and died Lotes-
tate and ununmmlb in the lietine of his mother.
The mother, EHzabeth Croply, now clalms the
property under he clause ol the will quoted. The
Court below suetained w demurrer, holding thas
Lhe devise over to the children. or chuld, of
beth Croply was contingent upon it8, or their, mi
[
tweniy-one years. Thut decree ls here reversed,

teatator
vested the residogum in the child or children of Eligas
beth Croply, and there leit it without further dia.
position—io Dow go to the mother, Mr. Jusilce
Swuyne delivered the opinjun,

No. 184. Bawyer va. Pickett ef al.—Appeal from
the Circuit Court for vhe Northern Districs of Iili-
nois.—This was the loreclosure of & mortgage given
by the appellees to the Fox Iuver Valley Raliroad
Compauny to seécurs a sobseription note, and by the
company assgned to the apoellant.  The defenca
was;that the note and mortg. were obtalned by
fraud of the company practised Lo Induce property
owners in the logulity of the appellee to subscribe
to 14 stock. ‘T'he Uonrt below sustained the de-
fence and dismissed the bill. Tha: aecree 18 heie
reversed, the Conrt holding that the detence is not
gatisfactorily proven, snd that, a6 agalnst the gap-
pellant, & boad fMde holder, without nouice, it
puould not be sustained, Mr. Jusiice Hunt de-
livered the opinion,

Ko, 210, Schooner Mary H. Banks vs. Steamer
Falcon—Appesl from the Circoit Court lor the Dis-
trict of Maryland,—This wad the reversal of & de-
cree dismissing the libel of ths schooner in a cuss
of collision on the Chesapeake Bay in July, 1867, the
principie afterwards being that it was the duty of
the steamer to gee the schooner as soon as she
was Lo be discovered, watch her pr aod
direction, observe the general sltuation and thus
keep out of her way, naving at command all the
menns to do so—ample sea room, caln weather
and water, sbuodaot lgnt and no other vessel in
proximity on elther aide. It (8 also aaid the
Bleamer wis grossly at fsult In approaching too
near the schooner and at too high & rate of speed,
cansa of the ais-
asler. Mr. Justice Bwayne delivered the opimlon.

No. 207. Town of Queensbury vs. Culver—Error
to the Circult Court for the Northern District of
New York.—This was an action on loterest war-
rants attached to bonds issaed by the town (o aid
of the constraction of a ratiroad from the village ot
Glenn's Falls to intersect the Baratoga and White-
hall The bonds were purclased by the
delendant in error, without notice of any defence,
On the trigl the uneonstitutionality of the law
authorizing the subscripiion and varions irre
larities were urged aa readering the bonds invald,
buat the judgment was lor the complainant, and is
here amrmed on tne guthority of the numerous
decisions by thas Court in similar cases., My, Jus-
tice Strong delivered the opiuion,

No. 83. COaldwell v8, United States—Appeal from
the Court of Oiaims,—This was an action on a con-
tract for the transportation of military stores and
supplies in the West. The government maln-
tained that there was no covenaat to employ Cald-
weil on tie route to the exclpsion of other persons
or means, but the Court of Cluims gave judgment
for the ant for & portion of the amoout
alleged to be due. ‘'fhe judpment 18 nere revergad
and the defence ol the government susiained. Mr.
Justice Hunt delivered the opinion,

NO. 184, Clarke et al. va. Johnson et al., execn-
tors—Appeal Irom the Circalt Court for the South-
ern Instrict of New York.—The appellants sought
to recover of the defendants as executors of one
Boorman, who was iast surviving executor of thelr
great grandfather, J. R. Swmith, the present valne
o! cartain lauds of which bhe died seiged. Tne
compiainants were children of the son of a daugn-
ter ol the Lestator, thelr grandfather dying beiore
their grandmother, A codicll to the wiil provided
for the chudren of & daugiter whose hasband
shouid survive ber, but oot for the children of a
daughter who should survive her husband, Hence
it was beld beiow and is atfirmed hera thas the
limitation over to the grandchildren proviaed by
the eodicil does wot Inure to the beuefit of the
complainants, Mr. Justice Miller delivered the
opinion,

Ko. 14, Zantzinger vs, Gunton—Appeal from
the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia—~—
This was the afirmance of a decree of the Sapreme
Court of the District determiuing that certain
lands conveyed by the parents of the wife of Zaut-
ringer (o Gunton terminated their interest in the

roperty and vested it in Gunton and the Bank ol

wsuington, of which he is Fresident, and con-
clndes the complainanta as heirs, . Justice
Millier delivered tbe oplolon.

No, 411, Morgan ex 8, N, Gay—Error to the
Circait Court of Louislana—Tue testator wae
charged as the drawee and acceptor of an inland
bill of exchange of which one Goodrich was the
drawer, and with being the drawer o! another ol
which Pucher and Goodrich were the drawees.
The platnti did not allegs that the %ane and first
endorder was a citizen ol s State other thun Lou-
18lana, only averring that he was a clusen of Louis-
ville, Ky, Tbis allegation is desmed tnsuficient to
give the Conrt jurisdiction, and the judgment is
reversed and cause remanded, that amend-
ments may be made to the piumnﬁl showing the
cltizenship of the endorsers ol the bilis and whether
such s to give jurisdiction. Mr. Justice Bsirong
delivered the opinlon,

No. 151. Kiein va, Russell—Error to the Cironit
Coart for the Northern District of New York.—Thia
Was 40 dction to recover for an alleged Infringe-
ment of @ patent for improvement iun the process
of preparing bark-tanned sheep and lamb skins
for glovea, by the agency of *“/ki liguor,” an article
produced by the scouring of deerskins after tan-
ning in ok~ The Judgment below was for the pat-
entee, the verdiot having found tha fact in-
I:rl,n‘umwll, sod it is sustained lere. Mr. Jusiice
Swayne del[vered the opinon,

No. ¢18. Rollo, Asstgnee tn Bankraptoy—Appeal
from the Cireult Court for the Nurthern District of
Ilunois.—This was an afirmance of & decree belaw,
refusing to allow Gray o set of an indabtedneoss
due [rom him to the nee agamst an equal
amonnt of indeb dnn:.ain'a troal. the lmun.o% W
the firm of Gray Brothers, of which he was 8 part
ner. Mr. Justice Bradiey delivered the opinlon

EX parte State Ingurance Company of Missour!,~
Motion for s mandamus, to compel the Circull
Oourt to try the cause romoved thereto, demied,
Mr. Juatice Miller delivered she opinlon,

ABREST ON A OHARGE OF MAIL ROBBERY,

John Dilon, thirg-four years of age, wu
arrested lu Brookiyn yesterday, upon the chargs
of having rebbed she United States mall The
prisoner was employed t0 carry the wmails on the
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